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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 27 - 32, 41 - 42, and 51 - 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. patent 5,883,883 to Baker et al in view of the applicants 
admitted prior art (hereinafter referred to as "AAPA"). 

With regard to claim 27, Baker et al teaches a device for testing supplementary 
ISDN services, including call hold - see the abstract, and also col 1, lines 25+ and 
columns 3 - 4 generally. Baker et al does not explicitly teach the ISDN system to be 
comprised of 2 B-channels (a D-channel is taught in col 3 lines 45+). AAPA teaches the 
well known fact that ISDN has 2 B-channels. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have provided Baker et al with two 
B-channels, in light of the teachings of AAPA, in order to provide a means for 
transporting the data in the ISDN system. 

With regard to claim 28, see step 709 in figure 7 (display results). 

With regard to claim 29 (store), see col 5 lines 5+. 

With regard to claim 30, read broadly, switch 100 is a router. 

With regard to claim 31 , the system is under control of a network controller (see 
the large box in figure 1 ). 
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With regard to claim 32, see step 709 in figure 7 (display results). 

With regard to claim 41 , the applicant admits that "Since it is highly unlikely that 
signaling traffic will ever require 6 kbps or more of the D-channel bandwidth, ISDN 
allows the excess capacity of the D channel to be allocated for data transfer. X.25/D 
packet data service can use up to 9.6 kbps of the 16 kbps capacity of the D channel for 
data transfer according to the X.25 packet format" (page 9, lines 10 - 14). It would be 
obvious to utilize the automated testing equipment of Baker et al to determine if this 
service is available in order to implement it in an effective manner. 

With regard to claim 42, applying the test once, with a negative result, would 
make obvious trying it with other ISDN devices. 

With regard to claims 51 and 52, see the rejection of claims 41 and 42 above, 
and note that it would be obvious to implement these process steps in computer 
software in order to provide a means for them to be carried out in an automated 
manner. 

3. Claims 40 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
U.S. patent 5,883,883 to Baker et al in view of Applicants Admitted Prior Art as applied 
above to claim 27, and further in view of U.S. patent 6,501 ,838 to Brachman et al. 

With regard to claim 40, Baker et al/AAPA teach the invention as described 
above, including being able to automatically test for setup and disconnect services. See 
col 4, lines 47+. Baker/AAPA do not, however, teach implementing the call forwarding 
function by forwarding calls directed to a first directory number to a second directory 
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(note Baker teaches signaling information to be carried across the D-channels. See col 

3. lines 45+). 

Brachman et al teach this in both the abstract and in claim 6. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have forwarded 
calls from a first directory number to a second directory number in order to implement 
the call forwarding function of Baker/AAPA, in light of the teachings of Brachman et al, 
in order to provide an effective means for implementing this service. 

With regard to claim 50, see the rejection above, and note that it would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the method steps in computer 
software in order to allow these steps to be performed in the automated manner 
claimed. 

4. Claims 33 - 39 and 43 - 49 are allowed. 

£11 -xn-ypi 

5. Examiner Steven Blount may be reached at 7 93-305-0319 between the hours of 
9:00 and 5:30 Monday through Friday. 

Ajit PateT 
Prirary Examiner 
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